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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Commodity Credit Corporation

7 CFR Part 1412

RIN 0560–AF79

Production Flexibility Contracts for
Wheat, Feed Grains, Rice, and Upland
Cotton

AGENCY: Commodity Credit Corporation,
USDA.
ACTION: Advance notice of proposed
rulemaking.

SUMMARY: Commodity Credit
Corporation (CCC) is issuing this
Advance Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking (ANPRM) to invite
comment from all interested parties on
reductions of Production Flexibility
Contract (PFC) payments that were
affected by the planting of fruits or
vegetables in violation of section 118
(b)(1) of the Federal Agriculture
Improvement and Reform Act of 1996 (7
U.S.C. 7218 (b)(1).
DATES: Comments must be received on
or before June 2, 1999 to be assured
consideration.
ADDRESSES: Comments should be
directed to Sharon Biastock, Farm
Service Agency (FSA), STOP 0517, 1400
Independence Avenue, S.W.,
Washington DC 20250–0517.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Sharon Biastock, (202) 720–6336.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background
The Federal Agriculture Improvement

and Reform Act of 1996 (the 1996 Act)
provided producers the opportunity to
enter into Production Flexibility
Contracts (PFC’s). The 1996 Act
prohibited the planting of fruits and
vegetables on PFC acreage except as
provided by specific exceptions. Two
exceptions require the application of an
acre-for-acre payment reduction for each
acre of fruit or vegetables planted on
PFC acreage. A violation of the PFC
occurs when producers do not comply

with the fruit and vegetable provisions
and the exceptions unless it is
determined that the violation is not
serious enough to warrant termination
of the PFC. The 1996 Act provides that
if the Secretary determines that a
violation does not warrant termination
of the PFC, the Secretary may require
the owner or producer subject to the
contract to: (1) refund to the Secretary
that part of the contract payments
received by the owner or producer
during the period of the violation,
together with interest on the contract
payments as determined by the
Secretary; or (2) to accept a reduction in
the amount of future contract payments
that is proportionate to the severity of
the violation, as determined by the
Secretary.

Under current regulations, if the
county FSA committee determines that
a planting violation does not warrant
termination of the PFC, a reduction may
be made in the current or future contract
payments, proportionate to the severity
of the violation and equal to the sum of
either or both: (1) The market value of
the fruits and vegetables planted on
contract acreage, and (2) the contract
payment for each contract acre. The
market value is determined by the State
committee for the specific fruit or
vegetable without any adjustment to
reflect costs associated with planting,
cultivating or harvesting the fruit or
vegetable. If the number of acres on the
farm planted to fruits or vegetables
exceeds the total PFC acreage and more
than one fruit or vegetable has been
planted on the farm, the calculation is
based on the fruit or vegetable
determined to have the highest value. If
the acreage of fruit or vegetable with the
highest value is less than the acres in
violation, the calculation for the
remaining acres in violation is based on
the fruit or vegetable with the next
highest value. The payment reduction is
applied to current PFC payments and
any future PFC payments for the farm
on which the violation occurred and
any other farm in which the producers
who share in PFC payments on the
violating farm have an interest.

For example, if the county committee
determines that 25 acres of fruit or
vegetables were planted on PFC acreage
in violation of the PFC, but the violation
did not warrant termination of the PFC,
a payment reduction for the planting
violation would be assessed in addition

to an acre for acre reduction for each of
the 25 acres. If, on the farm in this
example, the producer planted 100 acres
of green peas, which the State
committee determined had a value of
$500 per acre, and 1 acre of celery,
which the State committee determined
had a value of $3,000 per acre, the
payment reduction for the planting
violation in this example would be
$15,000 plus a PFC payment reduction
for 25 acres. The $15,000 payment
reduction for the planting violation
represents the value of the 1 acre of
celery and 24 acres of green peas, as
determined by the State committee. This
payment reduction would be applied to
the current year PFC payments and any
future PFC payments for the farm on
which the planting violation occurred
and any other farm in which the
producers sharing in the PFC payments
for the farm on which the planting
violation occurred have an interest.

The payment reductions calculated in
accordance with the current
implementing regulations and
procedure are viewed by some to be out
of proportion to the severity of the fruit
or vegetable planting violation.
Accordingly, as indicated below, the
public is invited to comment on PFC
violations for planting fruits and
vegetables.

Purpose

The purpose of this ANPRM is to seek
comments on: (1) the appropriateness of
the current method of calculating PFC
payment reductions as a result of a fruit
or vegetable planting violation as set
forth in 7 CFR 1412.206; (2) alternative
methods for calculating PFC payment
reductions for fruit or vegetable planting
violations, if the current method of
calculation is considered inappropriate;
(3) the retroactivity of any change in the
method of calculating payment
reductions; and (4) the effect any change
in the method of calculating payment
reductions should have on PFC’s which
have been terminated, or for which
contract acreage was reduced, because
of the current method of calculating
payment reductions for fruit or
vegetable planting violations.
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Signed at Washington, DC, on April 28,
1999.
Keith Kelly,
Executive Vice President, Commodity Credit
Corporation.
[FR Doc. 99–11229 Filed 5–4–99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410–05–P

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

10 CFR Parts 2, 19, 20, 21, 30, 40, 51,
60, 61, and 63

RIN 3150–AG04

Disposal of High-Level Radioactive
Wastes in a Proposed Geologic
Repository at Yucca, Mountain,
Nevada

AGENCY: Nuclear Regulatory
Commission.
ACTION: Proposed rule: Extension of
comment period.

SUMMARY: On February 22, 1999 (64 FR
8640), the NRC published for a 75-day
public comment period a proposed rule
establishing licensing criteria for
disposal of spent nuclear fuel and high-
level radioactive wastes in a proposed
geologic repository at Yucca Mountain,
Nevada. The comment period for the
proposed rule was to have expired on
May 10, 1999. The NRC received several
requests for extension of the public
comment period at public meetings held
on the proposed rule in Las Vegas, and
Beatty, Nevada, on March 23 and March
25, respectively. The requesters cited
the complex, technical nature of the
proposed rule, and their need to review
other documents being developed as
part of the nation’s high-level
radioactive waste management program,
as principal reasons for the extension
request.

The NRC has decided to extend the
public comment period for an
additional 51 days. The extended
comment period will now expire on
June 30, 1999.
DATES: The public comment period has
been extended and now expires June 30,
1999. Comments received after this date
will be considered if it is practical to do
so, but the NRC is able to assure
consideration only for comments
received on or before this date.
ADDRESSES: Comments may be sent by
mail to the Secretary, U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, Washington,
DC 20555–0001, Attention: Rulemakings
and Adjudications Staff.

Hand deliver comments to 11555
Rockville Pike, Rockville, Maryland,
between 7:30 am and 4:15 pm on
Federal workdays.

You may also provide comments via
the NRC’s interactive rulemaking web
site through the NRC home page (http:/
/www.nrc.gov). This site provides the
availability to upload comments as files
(any format), if your web browser
supports that function. For information
about the interactive rulemaking site,
contact Ms. Carol Gallagher (301) 415–
5905; e-mail CAG@nrc.gov.

Certain documents related to this
rulemaking, including comments
received and the regulatory analysis,
may be examined at the NRC Public
Document Room, 2120 L Street NW.
(Lower Level), Washington, DC. These
same documents also may be viewed
and downloaded electronically via the
interactive rulemaking website
established by NRC for this rulemaking.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Timothy McCartin, Office of Nuclear
Material Safety and Safeguards, U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, DC 20555–0001, telephone
(301) 415–6681; e-mail tjm3@nrc.gov, or
Clark Prichard, Office of Nuclear
Material Safety and Safeguards, U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, DC 20555–0001, telephone
(301) 415–6203; e-mail cwp@nrc.gov.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 29th day
of April, 1999.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Annette L. Vietti-Cook,
Secretary of the Commission.
[FR Doc. 99–11243 Filed 5–4–99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590–01–P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39
[Docket No. 99–NM–41–AD]

RIN 2120–AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Boeing
Model 747 Series Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.
ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: This document proposes the
adoption of a new airworthiness
directive (AD) that is applicable to
certain Boeing Model 747 series
airplanes. This proposal would require
a one-time inspection to determine
whether latch pins on the lower lobe
and main deck side cargo doors are
installed backward, and corrective
actions, if necessary. For certain
airplanes, this proposal also would
require eventual modification of the
latch pin fittings on certain cargo doors.

This proposal is prompted by reports
that latch pins have been found
installed backward on the cargo doors of
several airplanes. The actions specified
by the proposed AD are intended to
prevent improper latching of latch pins
and the mating latch cam on the cargo
door, which could result in damage to
the structure of the cargo door and
doorway cutout and consequent
opening of the cargo door during flight.
DATES: Comments must be received by
June 21, 1999.
ADDRESSES: Submit comments in
triplicate to the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Transport
Airplane Directorate, ANM–114,
Attention: Rules Docket No. 99–NM–
41–AD, 1601 Lind Avenue, SW.,
Renton, Washington 98055–4056.
Comments may be inspected at this
location between 9:00 a.m. and 3:00
p.m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

The service information referenced in
the proposed rule may be obtained from
Boeing Commercial Airplane Group,
P.O. Box 3707, Seattle, Washington
98124–2207. This information may be
examined at the FAA, Transport
Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind
Avenue, SW., Renton, Washington.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Julie
Alger, Aerospace Engineer, Airframe
Branch, ANM–120S, FAA, Transport
Airplane Directorate, Seattle Aircraft
Certification Office, 1601 Lind Avenue,
SW., Renton, Washington 98055–4056;
telephone (425) 227–2779; fax (425)
227–1181.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited

Interested persons are invited to
participate in the making of the
proposed rule by submitting such
written data, views, or arguments as
they may desire. Communications shall
identify the Rules Docket number and
be submitted in triplicate to the address
specified above. All communications
received on or before the closing date
for comments, specified above, will be
considered before taking action on the
proposed rule. The proposals contained
in this notice may be changed in light
of the comments received.

Comments are specifically invited on
the overall regulatory, economic,
environmental, and energy aspects of
the proposed rule. All comments
submitted will be available, both before
and after the closing date for comments,
in the Rules Docket for examination by
interested persons. A report
summarizing each FAA-public contact
concerned with the substance of this
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